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DOCKET NO. RT-00000H-97-0137 

AT&T’S RESPONSE TO 
CITIZENS’ MOTION TO 
CONSOLIDATE 

AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. and TCG Phoenix 

(collectively, “A,?;&T”) hereby respond to the Motion to Consolidate filed by Citizens 

Communications Company, Inc., Navajo Communications Company, Citizens 

Telecommunications Company of White Mountains, Inc. d/b/a Frontier Communications 

of White Mountains and Citizens Utilities Rural Company, Inc. d/b/a Frontier Citizens 

Utilities Rural (collectively, “Citizens”). 

AT&T opposes Citizens’ Motion to consolidate the access proceeding, Docket 

No. T-00000D-00-0672, with the Universal Service Fund (“USF”) rulemaking 

proceeding, Docket No. RT-00000H-97-0 137. Although Citizens references the correct 

Arizona Administrative Code section, R14-109.H, and the applicable standard for 

consolidation (“the issues are substantially the same and that the rights of the parties will 

not be prejudiced by such procedure”), it does not attempt to make the showing required 



by the rule. Citizens simply makes an unsupported assertion that the issues in each 

docket are “substantially related”’ and the rights of the parties will not be prejudiced. 
. .‘I. 

AT&T believes Staff has reasonably described the scope of the access docket for 

purposes of evaluating Citizens’ Motion: “[Tlhe investigation into the cost of 

telecommunications access is examining whether the access charges of Arizona ILECs 

reflect their costs, and if not, what is the appropriate cost structure in the future.” Staff 

Opposition at 1. The USF rulemaking was initiated to conduct the comprehensive 3-year 

review required by R14-2- 12 1 6.2 Citizens has made no showing why these two 

proceedings are substantially the same. AT&T believes the two dockets do not raise 

issues that are substantially the same. Furthermore, AT&T and other interexchange 

carriers may be prejudiced if Commission-ordered access reductions are contingent upon 

completion of the review of the USF rules. 

Staff suggests that “[tlhe only link between the two Dockets is the issue of 

whether any access charge reductions brought about by restructuring, should be covered 

through the Arizona Universal Service Fund, or other methods such as end user 

surcharges or rate revisions.” Staff Opposition at 1-2. Furthermore, “Staff does not 

believe that the Dockets need to be consolidated to address this issue.” Id. AT&T agrees 

with Staffs second statement. Even assuming for the sake of argument that access 

’ Since there is no attempt to support the motion with any discussion of the issues in the two dockets, 
AT&T cannot determine whether Citizens’ use of the phrase “substantially related” is meant to be 
equivalent to the requirement in the rule that the issues be “substantially the same.” 
* See the notice to Telecommunications Industry Members and Other Interested Parties from Steven M. 
Olea, Acting Director, Utilities Division, dated September 20,200 1. 
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charges are reduced for Citizens, or any other ILEC, in the access proceeding, this 

decision does not have any relationship to the USF rules, nor has Citizens shown any.3 

AT&T is concerned that consolidation may make the proceeding more complex 

than it needs to be. The USF rule can and may ultimately be amended without any access 

reductions. Access reductions may be ordered, and no arguments have been made that 

the USF rules must be amended to permit any such reductions. AT&T is concerned that 

by consolidating unrelated issues, the need to resolve unrelated issues concurrently may 

make resolution of issues more difficult. 

AT&T respectfully requests that the motion be denied. 

Dated this 19th day of August, 2002. 

AT&T Communications of the 
Mountain States, Inc. and TCG 
Phoenix 

' Mary B. Tribby 
Richard S. Wolters 
1875 Lawrence St. Suite 1503 
Denver, CO 80202 
(303) 298-6741 

Arizona Administrative Code R14-2-1203 requires a filing under R14-2-103 to obtain USF funding. 
However, R14-2-1203 also states that a LEC may use any other method the Commission may prescribe. 
Thus, the Commission may permit recovery from the USF without the need to make the filing under R14- 
2-103. The Commission currently has considerable flexibility in determining the method it will use to 
permit recovery from the USF fund. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
(Docket No. RT-00000H-97-0137) 

I certify that the original and 10 copies of AT&T’s Response to Citizens’ Motion to 
Consolidate were sent by overnight delivery on August 20,2002 to: 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Docket Control - Utilities Division 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

and a true and correct copy was sent by overnight delivery on August 20,2002 to: 

Ernest Johnson Maureen Scott 
Director - Utilities Division Legal Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission h z o n a  Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 Phoenix, AZ 85007 

and a true and correct copy was sent by U. S. Mail, postage prepaid, on August 20,2002 to: 

John Zeiler 
TDS Telecom 
2495 North Main Street 
Box 220 
Choctaw, OK 73020 

Charon Harris 
Steve Berman 
Verizon Wireless 
Suite 400 West 
1300 I Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 

Scott Wakefield, Chief Counsel 
Residential Utility Consumer Office 
2828 North Central Avenue, Suite 1200 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Jeff Smith 
GVNW Consulting, Inc. 
8050 SW Warm Springs Street 
P. 0. Box 2330 
Tualatin, OR 97062 

Michael M. Grant 
Todd C. Wiley 
Gallagher & Kennedy, P. A. 
2575 East Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Joan S. Burke 
Osborn Maledon, P. A. 
P. 0. Box 36379 
Phoenix, AZ 85067-6379 



Curt Huttsell 
Citizens Communications 
4 Triad Center Suite 200 
Salt Lake City, UT 84180 

Timothy Berg 
Theresa Dwyer 
Fennemore Craig 
3003 North Central Avenue, Suite 2600 
Phoenix, AZ 85012-2913 

Thomas Campbell 
Lewis & Roca, LLP 
40 North Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-4429 

Bradley Carroll 
Cox Arizona Telecom, LLC 
20401 North 29th Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85027 

David LaFrance 
XO Communications 
11 1 East Broadway 
Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City, UT 841 11 

Steven W. Cheifetz 
John C. Marcolini 
Robert J. Metli 
Cheifetz & Iannitelli, PC 
3238 North 16th Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016 
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Karen Williams 
Midvale Telephone Exchange, Inc. 
2205 Keithley Creek Road 
P. 0. Box 7 
Midvale, ID 83645 

Jeffery Crockett 
Snell & Wilmer, LLP 
One Arizona Center 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-2202 

Michael W. Patten 
Roshka Heyrnan & DeWulf, PLC 
400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 800 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Suzie Rao 
Western Wireless Corporation 
3650 13 lSt Avenue SE, #400 
Bellview, WA 98006 

Jon Poston 
ACTS 
6733 East Dale Lane 
Cave Creek, AZ 85331 


